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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 






n) David C. Reese. 


(3) 






(2) Joel Miller. 


(4) 







Date of Interview: 20 June 2006 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 

Identification of prior art discussed: Minematsu . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)E3 N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
A i J^ 0 ! P *il ni E i !S , mlnln 1 fl Pf<>«d"r« (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of IhlefYtew Must b« Made of ffccord 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulation* (CFR) § 1,133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



my * W oral pra *.. ,, Wlfc „. „ „ dOTO „ dB , ,„ ^S^?"^*^^*' 4 ^- »•■«•»«» »«'b.l>.»lo 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 
■ : - Name of examiner 

Oate of Interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

~ a am !i,° f P artlci P ant (s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, eta) 

- An ndication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

nott oe,ng allowable). Note: Agreement as to J^fitt*, doe s 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

u^M-t HZ!!!?, P^/,? 00 " 1380 " <* substance of any Interview should include at least the follovJing applicable Items- ' 
2 a^ ltntS^ owrng applicable Items. 

■ 1) an identification of the claims discussed, 
3) ah Identification of the specifio prior art discussed, 

4> BiSE^ of a substan«ve nature discussed; untess these are a.ready described on the 

5) 3 b ^ntT^!T t ? f ,tie . ° eneral ^ 6f me Principal arguments presented to the examiner. 

reSed S b ? 'f n9th I ? r e,aborale - A vert)alim or detailed description of the argumenis Is not 

3ni ^„ k ^ Ca ^° n ,°f "]f af 9 umen,s ls sufflcle nt * "1® oeneral nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to fce 
h~ ^2 r .?" be und ?» to «» *» context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emohaLTand fuSv 

6) a nJKf * "T 6 a f rSUmen u te Wh,ch 116 or she fee,s were or mi 9 ht be P ersua *ive to the exam n™) P V 
6) a general Indicalion of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

IhaSntr'^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

sUttm m'waS^ X," 1° hi"' »Sl »«^i S r °! ** •»"*•'*'»<*' "V » "«» "M* *»* tW! iota's vmta, «( Ihe 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/808,816 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Miller called to discuss the merits of the pending application. 
More specificially, Mr. Miller wanted to discuss the examiner's application of the prior art of Minematsu with regard to 
Claim 1 . Mr. Miller felt that Minematsu did not teach of the claimed subject matter including the limitation of the first 
plane being at an angle with respect to the second plane. The examiner stated that he disagreed; that in fact the two 
planes are parallel to one another, and then are therefore at an angle of 0 or 180 degrees with respect to one another. 
The examiner encouraged Mr. Miller to submit his arguments in the response to the non-final office action . 
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